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Dissertation aim: The rivalry between India and Pakistan over the disputed issue of 
Jammu & Kashmir, increase weaponization of the sub-continent, the nuclear advancement 
at strategic level to what extent marginalized the diplomatic engagement and peace 
process between the two countries? 


Objectives: 


The analysis of the diplomatic initiatives between India and Pakistan in order to resolve the 
disputes. The absence of comprehensive bilateral dialogue and a sustainable peace 
process. The conventional arms race in the sub-continent and exploitation of acquired 
military capabilities in order to get a leverage in negotiations. The personality-based 
initiatives instead of institutional approach for peaceful settlement. The employment of 
proxy forces and deployment of fifth generation warfare against each other. The trust deficit 
between the two nations and inflexible outlook during negotiations. The strategic influence 
of external states like People’s Republic of China and the United States of America over 
India and Pakistan. The internal composition of India and Pakistan diplomatic structures. 
Failure to construct a comprehensive foundation for diplomacy, peace and bilateral security 
negotiations. Nuclear threshold and tactical capability analysis, its direct impact on peace 
talks. The pre-conditions on Jammu & Kashmir issue with limited scope to move forward 
diplomatically. The changing balance of power in South Asian region. 


Make the point: 

Diplomacy an important tool employed by the states to achieve favourable outcomes 
through effective and sustainable negotiations. In scenario of India Pakistan relations 
diplomacy becomes the first casualty considering Jammu & Kashmir territorial dispute, the 
incidents of terror in India like Bombay 2008, Pathankot and Uri attack 2016. 

The diplomacy and peace process marginalized in favour of more aggressive initiatives like 
surgical strike decision of Modi’s Government without comprehending the consequences 
that Pakistan will respond with counter air strikes. The incidents of February 2019 created 
an absolute deadlock in relations between the two countries, the diplomatic engagement 
reduced to the minimum level with no prospects to resume the peace talks to settle the 
issues. 
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The seventy years history of diplomatic process between India and Pakistan looked bleak 
with very limited accomplishments and merely an icon of time delay tactics. In context of 
strained relations where security orientated policies emerge from the high office of 
government in case of both countries. The peaceful and constructive dialogue process 
becomes a far cry to settle the disputes once and for all. 


Second Order Analysis/questions (possible chapters?): 


1. Introduction 


The diplomatic engagement and peace process at bilateral level between India and Pakistan failed 
to produce any significant outcomes over the Jammu & Kashmir issue, induction of nuclear 
weapons at tactical and strategic level with delivery systems, terrorism and interference in each 
other internal affairs created a complex situation for diplomats. 

After independence in 1947 a comprehensive diplomacy and sustainable dialogue process to 
resolve the post-partition disputes did not emerge as an effective mechanism only partial 
engagement activity based on ideology of need and under the label of bilateral diplomacy seen in 
action with ambiguous results and collapsed under one or the other pretext. Both countries 
locked deep into the arms race in order to have a tactical and strategic advantage over each other. 
Both countries failed to establish a comprehensive diplomatic peace process based on genuine 
desire to resolve issues and elevate the people from poverty and disease. The marginalization of 
diplomacy will be an d in comparison with other tools such as nuclear deterrence, 
conventional arms supe , diplomacy with other states and in international institutions, proxy 
wars and terrorism, fifth generation warfare, the impact and influence of global powers, internal 
compositions of diplomatic structure, the national narrative and general mistrust between India 
and Pakistan. 


2. The Diplomatic initiative Between India and Pakistan: An Analysis. 


The diplomatic initiatives between the two rival nations of India and Pakistan met with initial 
progress but failed at strategic level in its transformation into comprehensive dialogue addressing 
the major critical issues. The Ministry of External Affairs of India in its bilateral brief notes 
recorded the Pakistan’s actions dated 7 August 2019, downgrading the diplomatic relations with 
India, suspension of trade agreements, transportation service between the two countries. These 
actions taken by the Government of Pakistan in response to the demand of India on the question 
of cross border terrorism. The Pakistani decision reduce the diplomatic engagement with India a 
direct response to the revoking the special status of Jammu & Kashmir by India parliament on 5" 
August 2019. 

A press release issued on 5" August 2019 by Ministry of Foreign Affairs Government of 
Pakistan rejecting the India’s unilateral action due the revocation of article 370 of Indian 
constitution special status to Jammu & Kashmir and article 35A the permanent resident of 
Jammu & Kashmir. The move described as to integrate the Jammu & Kashmir into Indian Union 
and changed the demography of the state by introducing emigrants. 

3. The Rise in Défense Budgets, military capabilities a leverage in negotiation. 


The advance military capabilities and advantage over the adversary contributed satisfactorily to 
strengthen the national security and a tramp card in process of negotiations to score favourable 
points. On two occasions India applied the tactical advantage during peace times 10" April 1959 the 
IAF Canberra bomber on a photo reconnaissance mission shot down near Rawalpindi with both crew 
members taken into custody. The official narrative of the Indian Government was navigation error 
and denied the violation of air space of sovereign nation. The second incident in May 1997 the IAF 
Mig 25 acquired from Russia intruded into Pakistani air space and then retired back into Indian air 
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space. These missions obviously ordered by the supreme command of the armed forces of India the 
political government at that time with anticipated response and demonstration of new capabilities 
which linked to the specific advantage in meetings of foreign secretaries of the two countries. 
These incursions also triggered the counter response to match the opponent level with zeal and 
national determination in order to restore the balance of power. Increasing the defence budget at the 
expense of national development program which supposed to rise the living standard of general 
population. 

4. Personality based initiatives in diplomacy instead of institutional approach 


The dispute resolution diplomatic engagement in sub-continent over shadowed by the personality 
instead by the institutional approach. The new leadership receive in office briefings on the 
diplomatic negotiations, the aims and objectives, the currently level of progress then make some 
amendments or modifications. In case of Pakistan the foreign policy greatly influenced by the 
country’s powerful military and most of the time New Delhi engaged military dictators at the seat of 
government in Islamabad. 

General Musharraf’s diplomacy to resolve the Kashmir issue with Indian leadership in extensive 
negotiations claimed a possible solution (Tellis 2017, p.59). The whole dialogue process in the 
presidency of General Pervaiz Musharraf who was at the same time Chief of the Army Staff treated 
by the Indians as a direct negotiation with the security establishment of Pakistan. The opportunity for 
permanent solution to Jammu & Kashmir. Tellis, described it as Pakistan Army Chief in full 
command of armed forces could pull off such a breakthrough (Tellis 2017, p.60). Wearing a dual hat 
as President of Pakistan and head of the country’s most powerful security institution whose stake and 
influence impacted heavily on Kashmir policy. 

The demise of Musharraf from power in Pakistan diminished the progress made with India in 
diplomatic sphere there was no follow up to continue the negotiations. The foundations which 
Musharraf build for the meaningful and sustainable dialogue were due to his personality and position 
as a Chief of the Army Staff wither away in dust of time. 


5. Trust Deficit, Armed Conflict, Proxy Forces and Fifth Generation warfare 


The trust deficit a major concern between India-Pakistan troubled relations. The collapse of 
bilateral talks caused by the sudden unpredictable moves such as Kargil war which created a 
deep-rooted trust deficiency creating an atmosphere of suspicion. The scepticism attached to the 
intent of adversary in the early stages negotiating process and maintained throughout the 
engagement by both sides. 

The transformation of Pakistan from a welfare state to a security state in 1958 after the first 
martial law resulted a military government. A product of security institutions army generals 
intends to resolve the disputes with the force of arms instead of comprehensive diplomacy. The 
strategic calculations of Pakistani security establishment and Foreign Ministry Zulfiqar Ali 
Bhutto about the theatre of operation restricted to the disputed territory of Jammu & Kashmir 
went into winds on 6" September 1965 when Indian forces crossed the international border and 
threaten the cities of Lahore and Sialkot. 

Mediated by the USSR Tashkent agreement signed between The President of Pakistan Field 
Marshal Ayub Khan and Prime Minister of India Mr. Lal Bahadur Shastri (United Nations 
Peacemaker 1966, p. 1). The clause III of the agreement non-interference in the internal affairs of 
each other (India and Pakistan) comprehensively violated by India in March 1971. The 
interference in East Pakistan and turned the political crisis into an armed rebellion with active 
support which led towards a third war between the two countries strategically disastrous for 
Pakistan. 

One of the lessons of December 1971 war was the employment of proxy forces at operational 
level alongside regular Indian troops in former East Pakistan. Gathering valuable intelligence, 
restricted the adversary movements behind the front lines, effective navigation through 
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waterlogged topography of East Bengal by these proxy forces contributed immensely to India’s 
military success. 

The separatist elements and proxy outfits extensively employed in post 1971 scenario as a tool 
for destabilization and to weaken the social cohesion of each other’s civil societies by India and 
Pakistan. Pre-conditioning and stalemate in the diplomatic engagement are direct consequences 
resulting from the activities of these proxy forces in shape of act of terror or freedom struggle. 
The case of Kulbhushan Jadhav an Indian Naval Officer apprehended by Pakistani security 
forces in a counterintelligence mission in Baluchistan on 3 March 2016. The Mumbai 2008 
attacks resulting in estimated 175 people lost their lives. Should these two countries develop a 
joint mechanism to end the terrorism in the region? Instead of blaming each other and keep the 
proxy war going. 
6. The Nuclear Threshold and Capability Analysis 
Nuclearization of the sub-continent created a security dilemma not only for India and 
Pakistan but for the rest of the world. The Jammu & Kashmir dispute become the nuclear 
flash point with a possibility of mutually assured complete annihilation in case of future 
total war between these two countries. 
With the nuclear deterrence came the development and acquisition sophisticated delivery 
systems (Ballistic missiles, cruise missiles). The indigenous research and development 
industry for new generations of nuclear weapons and improved strategic missiles 
production capability achieved by both India and Pakistan. 


The offensive doctrine of cold start countered by Pakistan with the development of tactical nuclear 
weapons of varied ranges and payload. The addition of nuclear spectrum to the arms race rises new 
dangerous level of escalation a mini version of cold war. The diplomacy and continuous engagement 
to reduce the tension and keep the peace sustainable holds vital importance. Unfortunately, the 
mechanism of diplomacy though in existence not effectively utilized, its progress limited to the 
initial stage of engagement and then abandonment. 


Initial Conclusions 


The genuine desire for peace and conflict resolution through constructive dialogue process is 
the foundation upon which India-Pakistan can build effective mechanism. The confidence 
building measures in addressing and taking effective action on the question of terrorism, 
cross border infiltrations, acceptance of disputed nature of Jammu & Kashmir. Concentrate 
efforts take all stakeholders including the people and political leaders of Jammu & Kashmir 
taking them onboard at all levels of peace talks and dispute resolution efforts. 

These recommendations collied with the fabricated national narrative of India about Jammu 
& Kashmir “Integral part of Indian Union”. Without the flexibility, compromise, and 
accommodation the diplomacy between the two countries remains the casualty of incidents 
and provocations by India or Pakistan. 


Self-reflective note 


The demand and insistence for a comprehensive dialogue which leads towards a sustainable peace 
process between India and Pakistan reduced to the official statement level or the signal of intension 
through diplomatic channels with little or no concentrated efforts for ultimate solution. 


PO 
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GENERAL COMMENTS 

Instructor 

First Marker 

Muhammad - Well done completing your 
dissertation proposal. This is an important 


milestone in your academic journey. Please find a 
few additional notes in text. 


Second Markers Comments 


A sound piece here and a clear plan of action. 


Analysis and Content 


An interesting use of primary sources here. And a 
difficult problem to address. 


Areas for Improvement 


You might want to consider a theoretical 
underpinning to your plan here. Deterrence theory 
and balance of power might help you think about 
the problem you are addressing. Is this an 
example of a ripe moment and a mutually hearting 
stalemate? 


Summary 


A good plan here, well done 


Comment 1 


how? what is your proposed method for gathering and managing data? 


